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Academic Performance Index (API) Update

The Public Schools Accountability Act of 1999 (PSAA) was enacted into law in April
1999 (Chapter 3 of 1999). It has three main components: the Academic Performance
Index (API), the Immediate Intervention/Underperforming Schools Program (11/USP),
and the Governor’s Performance Award (GPA) program. The PSAA also calls for an
alternative accountability system for non-traditional schools. Since 1999, other programs
that relate to the PSAA and API have been added to the law.

This document provides information about the 2002—-03 API Growth calculations and
reports. General information about the 11/USP, GPA, other API-related interventions and
awards programs, and the alternative accountability system is included at the end of this
document in the Appendix, entitled “Descriptions of Programs Related to the PSAA and
the APL.” In addition, a list of California Department of Education (CDE) contact
offices and Web sites for API-related programs is provided in the “Reference Guide to the
Internet and CDE Contacts” on page 56.

The release of the 2002—-03 API Growth reports marks the fourth year of the completion
of an API reporting cycle for California. As planned in 1999, the API has evolved to
incorporate rigorous California standards tests (CSTs) as indicators and to give these
indicators greater emphasis in the API calculation. In addition, the California High
School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) results are included in API calculations. Results of
the CSTs now make up 80 percent of an API for an elementary or middle school and 88
percent of a high school’s API now consists of results from the CSTs and the CAHSEE.
The API reports focus on the academic growth of schools.

The accountability of California schools and school districts also is reported in Adequate
Yearly Progress (AYP) reports. These reports are provided as required by the federal No
Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) and represent the academic status of a school or
school district at one point in time each year. More information about NCLB and AYP
can be found on the CDE Web site at <hzp://www.cde.ca.gov/pr/nclb> or <hitp://
ayp.cde.ca.gov>. A more detailed description about the API follows.

2003 API Growth

B Changes are currently being proposed to align state law pertaining to the API with
the requirements of NCLB. These proposed changes include adding English-lan-
guage learners and students with disabilities as subgroups and revising the definitions
of “numerically significant” and school mobility to conform with NCLB require-
ments. These changes have not been enacted to date. To maintain compliance with
current state legal requirements, therefore, CDE is providing the 2002-03 API
Growth reports as currently defined in legislation and regulations. Once state legisla-
tion is in place, notifications and adjustments in future API reports will be provided.
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B The 2003 API Growth is a numeric index (or score) between 200 and 1000 that
reflects a school’s performance on the following student assessments that were part of
California’s 2003 statewide test administration:

» Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program:
— Norm-referenced test (NRT)—all content areas tested
[in 2003, California Achievement Test, 6th Edition Survey (CAT/6);
in 2002, Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition (Stanford 9)]
— California English-Language Arts Standards Test (CST ELA),
including the writing assessment at grades four and seven
— California Mathematics Standards Test (CST Math)
— California History-Social Science Standards Test (CST SS)—grades ten and
eleven only
» California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE)—grades ten and eleven only

B Because the NRT changed from the Stanford 9 in 2002 to the CAT/6 in 2003, the
state’s STAR testing contractor, the Educational Testing Service (ETS), conducted a
technical study that examined the relationship between the CAT/6 and the Stanford 9
national percentile ranks for the state. The results of this study are used in calculating
the 2003 Growth APIs. These results include a linking table that is used to determine
the appropriate performance bands for CAT/6 scores in order to include them in the
2003 API Growth. More information about the study and the tables used for the
calculation of 2003 Growth APIs is located on the ETS Web site at <pzp://
www.startest.com/pdfs/linkstudy.pdf>.

B The use of the CAHSEE as one of the indicators used for the API is for school and
school district accountability only and does not apply to passing the CAHSEE as a
condition of graduation. The State Board of Education (SBE) decided in July 2003
that students in the classes of 2004 and 2005 are no longer required to pass the
CAHSEE as a condition of earning a high school diploma and that the class of 2006
will be the first class that must pass the CAHSEE as a requirement of graduation.
However, the law still requires that all 10th graders take the CAHSEE and that the
CAHSEE be included in the API. As a result, the 2003-2004 administration of
the CAHSEE includes grade ten students only, and the forthcoming 2003 -
2004 API cycle (2003 Base and 2004 Growth) will include grade ten only. This
revises the phase-in of CAHSEE results for the API. See “API Reporting Cycles” on
page 9 for more details.

B The 2003 API Growth (or 2003 Growth API score) is calculated in the same fashion
with the same basic components and weights as the 2002 API Base. For grades two
through eight, the CAT/6 results receive 20 percent of the weight in the API, and the
California standards test (CST) results receive 80 percent of the weight. For grades
nine through eleven, the CAT/6 results receive 12 percent of the weight in the API, the
CST results receive 73 percent of the weight, and the CAHSEE results receive 15
percent of the weight. (See “API Indicator Weights” on page 10 for more details).
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B Other performance indicators will be added to the API in future years when data are
available. These additional indicators will include CSTs in other content areas, the
California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA), and graduation and atten-
dance rates. State law requires that test results constitute at least 60 percent of the
API. The CAPA and the CST in science, grades nine through eleven, are scheduled
to be added to the 2003 API Base (See “API Reporting Cycles” on page 9 for more
details). The CAPA is an assessment for students with the most significant cognitive
disabilities who are unable to take the STAR tests even with accommodations or
modifications. More information about the CAPA is located on the CDE Web site at
<http://wwuw.cde.ca.gov/spbranch/sed/capa>.

B Each year in January or February, schools receive an API Base score and are ranked in
ten categories of equal size (deciles) from one (lowest) to ten (highest). A school’s API
Base score is used to determine a rank compared to schools statewide and to schools
with similar demographic characteristics.

B Schools and school districts receiving API Base scores also receive API Base scores for
each numerically significant ethnic and socioeconomically disadvantaged subgroup in
the school.

B Growth targets are set for each school as a whole and for each numerically significant
subgroup. An API score of 800 is the statewide performance target for all schools.
School districts and schools in the Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM)
do not receive growth targets.

B The annual growth target for a school is five percent of the distance between a
school’s API Base and the statewide performance target of 800. For any school with
an API below 800, the minimum growth target is at least one point. Any school with
an API of 800 or more must maintain an API of at least 800 in order to meet its
growth target. In most cases, the growth target for each numerically significant
subgroup is 80 percent of the schoolwide growth target.

B Each year in the fall, the Growth APIs are reported. The 2003 API Growth minus the

2002 API Base shows growth in the API from 2002 to 2003 and determines whether
a school meets its 2002—-03 growth target.

2002-03 API Growth Reports

B The 2002-03 API Growth reports for most schools include the 2003 STAR percent-
age of students tested, the number of students included in the 2003 API Growth, the
2003 API Growth score, 2002 API Base score, the 2002—-03 growth target and
growth, whether growth targets were met, and school eligibility for the GPA pro-
gram. An API and growth information for each numerically significant subgroup in
the school also are included. In addition, the 2002-03 API Growth reports include
the median 2003 API Growth and median 2002 API Base of the 100 schools in-
cluded in each school’s 2002 API Base similar schools list.
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B The 2002-03 API Growth reports are provided for all schools and school districts
with at least 11 or more valid STAR test scores. Schools or school districts with
between 11 and 99 valid scores receive an API with an asterisk to denote the greater
statistical uncertainty of an API score based on a small number of scores.

B The following 2002-03 API Growth reports are provided to comply with the federal

No Child Left Behind (NCLB) requirements:

e School districts and ASAM schools receive a 2003 API Growth, a 2002 API Base,
and growth in the API from 2002 to 2003. They do not receive growth targets,
growth target information, or median similar schools information.

e Schools that have reported a significant demographic change between 2002 and
2003 testing receive a 2003 API Growth and a 2002 API Base. They do not
receive growth, growth targets, growth target information, or median similar
schools information.

e Schools that do not have a 2002 API Base report receive a 2003 APl Growth.
They do not receive a 2002 API Base, growth, growth targets, growth target
information, or median similar schools information.

B The 2002-03 API Growth reports are scheduled to be posted on the CDE Web site
at <http:/api.cde.ca.gov> on October 24, 2003.

B Generally, API results are reported twice a year: (1) base year reports each January or
February and (2) growth reports each fall.

AYP Requirements: APl as Additional Indicator

B NCLB requires that each state adopt an “additional” indicator for Adequate Yearly
Progress (AYP). California has chosen to use the API as an additional indicator for all
schools and school districts. Progress on the API is defined differently for AYP than
for the state API system. To make progress on the API for the 2003 AYP, a school or
school district must show growth of at least one point for 2002-03 or have a 2003
API Growth score of at least 560. These requirements apply schoolwide and
districtwide but not to numerically significant subgroups. In order to comply with
additional indicator requirements, 2002 AP Base reports for school districts and
ASAM schools were provided in July 2003. Thereafter, reporting of APIs for school
districts and ASAM schools will continue as part of the regular API reporting cycle
timeline.

B NCLB requirements do not essentially change the API. The API continues to be
calculated and reported annually in accordance with state requirements under the
PSAA. Annual API growth targets for schools continue to be calculated as five
percent of the distance to the statewide performance goal of 800. State school ranks
and similar schools rankings also continue to be provided with each Base API (School
districts and ASAM schools do not receive rankings).
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Talking Points for
School Districts and Schools

Talking points with options 1, 2, or 3 can be adapted to address the progress of
individual schools based on the 2002—03 growth reports. Statements concerning
awards eligibility should note the lack of budgeted funds for API awards at this time.

B Academic growth on the Academic Performance Index (API) continues to be the
central focus of the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) of 1999.

B The API measures each school’s academic performance, sets annual growth targets,
determines if growth targets have been met, and identifies eligibility for awards.

B This is the fourth year our schools have received Growth API reports to help staff
members, students, and parents monitor progress toward meeting academic perfor-
mance goals established by the state. \We feel the API reporting system is now well-
established at our schools.

B |t is important to continue the API as a consistent measure of our schools’ academic
progress. Federal accountability requirements under No Child Left Behind, with
Annual Yearly Progress (AYP) reports, are new to the state and still evolving.

B All (most) of our schools met (or exceeded) their 2002—03 growth targets. These
schools also grew at least five points schoolwide and at least four points for each
subgroup and met the participation criteria. Because of this tremendous accomplish-
ment, these schools may be eligible for the Governor’s Performance Award (GPA)
program; however, funding for this award was not included in the state budget for
2003-04.

B |n addition to reaching all growth requirements, schools must show a 95 percent
student participation rate on the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) pro-
gram for elementary and middle schools and a 90 percent participation rate for high
schools to be eligible for awards.

Option 1

B Our schools (Most of our schools) continued to (maintain) surpass the state’s goal of
800 on the API and to meet their growth targets. Whether or not they receive money
awards from the state, staffs at every school should be commended for this outstand-
ing achievement.
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B Although all (most) of our schools met (or exceeded) their 2002—-03 growth targets
for the school and each student subgroup, they did not make sufficient growth to be
Option 2 eligible for awards. State law requires that schools must grow at least five points
schoolwide and at least four points for each numerically significant subgroup to
qualify. Our schools, however, should be commended for their tremendous effort to
improve student learning.

B Our schools did not meet their 2002—-03 growth targets (Our schools met their

2002-03 schoolwide growth targets, but some of their student subgroup results
Option 3 missed the mark). Efforts our schools made last year to strengthen their instructional
and assessment programs will help them make strides toward meeting this year’s
achievement goals.

B The list of indicators included in API calculations is growing. Growth API reports for
our school(s) now include 2003 results of the California standards tests in English-
language arts and mathematics (in grades two through eleven) and history-social
science (in grades ten and eleven). Results of writing tests in grades four and seven
also were used. This is in addition to the nationally norm-referenced test (NRT)
results used to calculate the API in past years. Results of the standards tests in science
and the California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA) are scheduled to be
added to the 2003 Base API, which will be reported in January or February of 2004.
The CAPA is an assessment for students with the most significant cognitive disabili-
ties who are unable to take the STAR tests even with accommodations or modifica-
tions.

B In addition to STAR test results, the Growth API also includes results of the Califor-
nia High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE).

B The increased weight of the California standards tests and the addition of the
CAHSEE in API calculations marks another milestone in aligning the state’s assess-
ment accountability system to what is being taught in California classrooms.

B Requiring all numerically significant student subgroups at our schools to reach 80
percent of their schoolwide growth target makes a strong statement that the achieve-
ment of all students is important.

B \We have many (some) English learners in our schools who are required to take the
STAR test in English, and their results are included in each school’s API. As these
students increase their proficiency in English, they also will increase their perfor-
mance on these standardized tests.

B The staff, students, and parents at our school(s) continue to work together to im-
prove the academic performance of all students, and their efforts receive full school
district and board support. It takes everyone involved in our student’s education to
meet the challenges that lie ahead.
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Sample Press Release for School Districts

Sample Press Release for School Districts

“The Academic Performance Index (API) has become an established part of the review our
schools undertake each year to monitor the academic progress of all students,” Superinten-
dent said today as (he or she) announced results of the 2002-03 Growth
API reports for every school in the District. “Many of our schools met their
2002-03 API growth targets, and one (or more) school(s) accomplished this annual goal for
the fourth straight year.”

The API is the cornerstone of the statewide accountability system for California public
schools. The API Growth reports include the API, growth targets, and awards based on
growth in the API. This year marks the fourth reporting cycle for the API, established
through the Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) in 1999.

Results of the California standards tests (CSTs), given in 2002 and 2003 as part of the state’s
Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program, were used to calculate each school’s
2002 Base API and 2002—-03 growth results. The CST results used in the API include En-
glish-language arts, mathematics, and history-social science. Results of the nationally norm-
referenced California Achievement Test, Sixth Edition Survey (CAT/6), also part of the STAR
program, were included in the calculations with a decreased weight. The California High
School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) also was included in the 2002 Base API and 2003
Growth API. The same information used to calculate the schoolwide API is included for each
numerically significant student subgroup at each school. The 2002-03 AP1 Growth results for
all schools are posted at <pzzp://api.cde.ca.gov>. The use of the CAHSEE in the API is for
school and district accountability requirements only and does not apply to passing the
CAHSEE as a condition of graduation for individual students.

noted, “Our school staffs use the STAR and/or CAHSEE results with other
data about the academic achievement of their students as they work together to determine
how best to improve student learning. The API provides a consistent measure for our schools
as new federal accountability requirements are being introduced.

“In addition to the schools that met their targets, it is important that we also recognize the
efforts of staff, families, and students at our schools that did not meet all of their targets for a
variety of reasons,” said. Hopefully, all of our schools will meet their growth
targets for the 2003-04 school year.

“The API for many (some) of our schools include STAR results for a large number of limited-
English-proficient students who are required to take the tests in English,” said.
“As these students become more proficient in English, they will increase their performance on
the STAR tests and help raise the API growth targets for their schools. Our goal is to ensure
that all students meet the academic content standards established by the state.”

Parents should direct their questions about the PSAA, school API scores, or school plans for
increasing their school’s academic performance to their students’ school office. Every school
in the district will be scheduling special parent information meetings. Dates and times for
the meetings will be sent home from each school.
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API Timeline

October 2003

November 2003

December 2003

February 2004

2002-03 Academic Performance Index (API) Growth reports posted on the California
Department of Education (CDE) Web site at <hp://api.cde.ca.gov>. These reports
include the 2003 API Growth, growth targets achieved/not achieved, subgroup data,
awards eligibility, and median APIs of a school’s similar schools. These reports do not
include results of schools correcting 2003 Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR)
demographic data.

2003 Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Phase Il reports posted on the CDE Web site at
<http:/ayp.cde.ca.gov>.

Final 2002-03 API Growth Reports posted on the CDE Web site at <hzp://
api.cde.ca.gov>. Final 2003 AYP Reports posted on the CDE Web site at <hzzp.//
ayp.cde.ca.gov>. These APl and AYP reports will include results of schools that corrected
their 2003 STAR or California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) demo-
graphic data.

API Reports for 2003 API Base posted on the CDE Web site at <hzp://api.cde.ca.gov>.
These reports will include the 2003 API Base, growth targets, subgroup data, and
statewide and similar schools ranks. Content areas include all areas of the California
Achievement Test, Sixth Edition Survey (CAT/6); the California standards test in
English-language arts, mathematics, history-social science, and science; the CAHSEE;
and the California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA).
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API Reporting Cycles

An Academic Performance Index (API) reporting cycle consists of two components: (1) base informa-
tion and (2) growth information. The base reports are provided each January or February and the growth
reports are provided each fall.

2002

Year of Testing

2003

2004

2005

2002 to 2003 Growth

2002 API Base
Schoolwide/ Subgroup APIs
Statewide Rank
Similar Schools Rank
STAR Indicators:
e Stanford 9
e California standards test
(English-language arts,
mathematics, and history-
social science, Gr. 10-11)
Other Indicator:
« California High School Exit
Exam (CAHSEE), Gr. 9-10

2003 API Growth
Schoolwide/ Subgroup APls
STAR Indicators:

* California Achievement Test,
6th Edition Survey (CAT/6),
linked to Stanford 9

e California standards test
(English-language arts,
mathematics, and history-
social science, Gr. 10-11)

Other Indicator:

« California High School
Exit Exam (CAHSEE),

Gr. 10-11

Indicators new to

the API are in bold.

2003 to 2004 Growth

2003 API Base
Schoolwide/ Subgroup APls
Statewide Rank

Similar Schools Rank
STAR Indicators:

* CAT/6

 California standards test
(English-language arts,
mathematics, science
(Gr. 9-11), and history-social
science, Gr. 10-11)

« California Alternative
Performance Assessment
(CAPA)

Other Indicator:
e CAHSEE, Gr. 10

2004 API Growth
Schoolwide/ Subgroup APIs
STAR Indicators:

* CAT/6

e California standards test
(English-language arts,
mathematics, science ,
Gr. 9-11, and history-social
science, Gr. 10-11)

« California Alternative
Performance Assessment
(CAPA)

Other Indicator:
* CAHSEE, Gr. 10

* Pending adoption by the State Board of Education.

I_ 2004 to 2005 Growth* _I

2004 API Base
Schoolwide/ Subgroup APls
Statewide Rank
Similar Schools Rank
STAR Indicators:
e CAT/6
e California standards test
(English-language arts,
mathematics, science,
Gr. 5, 9-11, and history-
social science, Gr. 8, 10-11
e CAPA
Other Indicator:
e CAHSEE, Gr. 10

2005 API Growth
Schoolwide/ Subgroup APls
STAR Indicators:
* CAT/6
¢ California standards test
(English-language arts,
mathematics, science,
Gr. 5, 9-11, and history-
social science, Gr. 8, 10-11
* CAPA
Other Indicator:
o CAHSEE, Gr. 10

California Department of Education
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API Indicator Weights

The Academic Performance Index (API) Base is reported in January or February each year and is used to generate statewide and
similar schools rankings as well as APl growth targets. The APl Growth (reported in the fall each year) is used to determine

whether or not a school met its targets. The APl Growth has the same indicator weights and is calculated in exactly the same

manner as its corresponding APl Base. The State Board of Education adopted the indicator weights for the 2002-03 API cycle on
January 8, 2003 and for the 2003 -04 API reporting cycle on June 11, 2003.

Elementary and Middle Schools (Grades Two through Eight)

2000-01 API Cycle 2001-02 API Cycle 2002-03 API Cycle 2003-04 API Cycle
Content 2000 API Base 2001 API Base 2002 API Base 2003 API Base
Area and and and and
2001 API Growth 2002 APl Growth 2003 API Growth 2004 APl Growth
NRT NRT CST NRT CST NRT CST
English-Language Arts (ELA)
NRT 24% 12% 12%
(Reading) 30% (12%) (6%) (6%)
(Language) 15% (6%) (3%) (3%)
(Spelling) 15% (6%) (3%) (3%)
CST 36% 48% 48%
Mathematics
NRT 40% 40% 8% 8%
CST 32% 32%
TOTAL 100% 64% 36% 20% 80% 20% 80%
High Schools (Grades Nine through Eleven)
2000-01 API Cycle 2001-02 API Cycle 2002-03 API Cycle 2003-04 API Cycle
Content 2000 APl Base 2001 APl Base 2002 APl Base 2003 APl Base
and and and and
Area 2001 APl Growth | 2002 API Growth 2003 API Growth 2004 APl Growth
NRT NRT CST NRT CST | CAHSEE NRT CST | CAHSEE
English-Language Arts (ELA)
NRT 16% 6% 6%
(Reading) 20% (8%) (3%) (3%)
(Language) 20% (8%) (3%) (3%)
CST 24% 35% 32%
CAHSEE 10% 10%
Mathematics
NRT 20% 20% 3% 3%
CST 18% 16%
CAHSEE 5% 5%
Science
NRT 20% 20% 3% 3%
CST 5%
Social Science
NRT 20% 20%
CST 20% 20%
TOTAL 100% 76% 24% 12% | 73% 15% 12% | 73% 15%
NRT = Norm-referenced test (Stanford 9 through 2002; CAT/6 beginning in 2003)
CST = California standards test
CAHSEE = California High School Exit Examination
Note: The California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA) will be included beginning with the 2003 API Base.
California Department of Education October 2003 10
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Schoolwide and Subgroup Growth Targets

To meet the Schoolwide Growth Target...

If the school's API (Base) is between 200 and 780 (Column A), the school’s growth target is 5
percent of the distance between a school’s API (Base) and the interim statewide performance
target of 800. If the school’s API (Base) is between 781 and 799 (Column B), the school’s
growth target is a one point gain. If the school's API (Base) is 800 or more (Column C), the
school must maintain an API of at least 800 in order to meet its schoolwide growth target.

Schoolwide API (Base)
20010 780 781 to 799 800 or more
A B C
. 5% distance from the . . Maintain 800 or
Schoolwide Growth Target: school APl to 800 1 point gain more

To Meet the Subgroup Growth Targets...

The growth targets for numerically significant subgroups will depend on the schoolwide API
(Base). If the school’s API (Base) is between 200 and 780 (Column A) and the subgroup API
(Base) is between 200 to 799 (Row 1), the growth target for the subgroup is 80 percent of the
schoolwide target®. If the school’s API (Base) is 781 or more (Columns B and C) and the
subgroup API (Base) is between 200 to 799 (Row 1), the growth target for the subgroup isa 1
point gain. Regardless of the school’s API (Base), if the subgroup API (Base) is 800 or more

(Row 2), the subgroup must maintain an API of at least 800 in order to meet its growth target.

Schoolwide API (Base)
200 to 780 781 to 799 800 or more
A B C

- 200 to . 80% of schoolwide 1 point gain

T
Subgroup <_| 799 target'

o
Growth 38
Target: _§’ <

a 800 or 2 Maintain 800 or more

more

For Awards Eligibility...

To be eligible for the Governor’s Performance Award, a school must (1) meet or exceed its API
schoolwide growth target or increase by five points, whichever is greater, and (2) meet or exceed
its subgroup growth targets, or increase by four points whichever is greater.

1 The subgroup growth target is 80% of the schoolwide growth target unless the subgroup growth target would exceed the distance from
the subgroup API to 800. In these cases, the subgroup growth target equals the distance from the subgroup API to 800.

California Department of Education October 2003 11



ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE | NDEHX 2002-03 GROWTH

API Research Reports

The Public Schools Accountability Act (PSAA) of 1999 (Chapter 3, Statutes of 1999)
requires that the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI), with approval of the
State Board of Education (SBE), develop an Academic Performance Index (API) to
measure the performance of schools. The law also provides for an Advisory Committee to
assist the SSPI and the SBE in the creation of the API.

The PSAA Advisory Committee was established in 1999 and immediately formed a
Technical Design Group (TDG), comprised of educational measurement specialists from
universities, research organizations, and local educational agencies, to provide guidance
on technical issues. The TDG produced the foundation analyses and recommendations
for the creation of the Framework for the Academic Performance Index and The 1999 Base
Year Academic Performance Index (API).

Guiding Principles of the API

The Framework contains guiding principles for creation and evolution of the API. The
first and most primary guideline is that the API must be technically sound. “Given the
high-stakes nature of the API, the many well-meaning educators, parents, and students
who will be affected by the API will lose heart if it is not accurate or if it does not evolve
in an orderly fashion from year to year.” To that end, the TDG and PSAA Advisory
Committee sought to base their policy recommendations to the greatest extent possible
on analyses of existing data and simulations of proposed policy alternatives.

API Development and Accuracy

For every school in the state, the best possible decisions about the API are made using
available data in the manner prescribed by law that follows uniform, carefully developed
procedures. There is some degree of uncertainty attached to any accountability system,
just as there is with any test score. There is variability in test scores depending not only
on a student’s ability, but also on a variety of factors affecting testing (conditions of test
site, student’s health, etc.). The accountability system summarizes scores from a multi-
tude of students and, therefore, will inherently reflect their variability in performance.
Nevertheless, test results are used to improve the quality of decisions, because better
decisions can be made with them than without them. As recognized in the API guiding
principles in the Framework, it is critical to strive toward the highest level of accuracy and
technical stability that can be attained.

One misconception is that schools’ observed API gains either can or cannot be trusted,
depending on whether they fall within or outside of some “margin of error.” This line of
thinking would seem to suggest that only schools exceeding their targets by more than
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the “margin of error” should receive rewards. However, if such a process were to be
implemented, the result would amount to simply setting a different (and higher) target.
Under such a rule, a school could still miss out on awards if it exceeded its target but fell
one point short of its “margin of error.” The difference between qualifying or not qualify-
ing would still be subject to error. And, that kind of decision rule would result in vastly
more errors than the system actually in place, because most schools that exceed their
growth targets by even a single point have, in fact, met their goal.

While no accountability system can be 100 percent accurate, there is sound reason to
believe that California’s system is among the most reliable in the nation. California’s
system tests students in all grades from two through eleven, rather than a small sample of
grades as in many other states, and it includes results from a number of different tests.
The evolution of the API has been based on careful and balanced decision making by a
broad spectrum of educational, technical, and policy specialists.

API Technical Reports

As API development has occurred over the years, technical analyses and reports have been
produced to guide the policy recommendations submitted to the PSAA Advisory Com-
mittee and the SBE and to document statistical methodologies. Selected API technical
reports are posted on the CDE’s Web site at <hp://www.cde.ca.gov/psaalapiresearch. htm>
under the following headings:

Program Information

Documents provided are about the School Characteristics Index (SCI) for Similar
Schools Ranks. The 1999 document contains the full information about the calculation
of the SCI, and the 2000 and 2001 documents contain supplemental information
specific to each year.

Interpretive Notes Series
Analyses are prepared by Professor David Rogosa, Stanford University, examining the
meaning of the APl and year-to-year APl growth.

Accuracy Reports
Analyses are prepared by Professor David Rogosa, Stanford University, examining the
accuracy of the API and award program decision rules.

Additional Reports of Interest
Analyses are prepared by professors David Rogosa, Stanford University, and Edward
Haertel, Stanford University, examining a variety of topics related to accountability.
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Calculating 2002-03 Growth in the API

Calculating the 2003 APl Growth

Introduction

Inclusion/Exclusion Rules

CST Math Rules, Grades Eight through Eleven

Performance Level Weight Rules for CAHSEE

Participation Rate Calculation

School Type

Districts and ASAM Schools

Scale Calibration Factors (SCFs)

Examples
Elementary School (Grades Two through Six)
Middle School (Grades Seven through Eight)
High School (Grades Nine through Eleven)

2002-03 Growth Targets

Schoolwide
Subgroups

2002-03 Growth

Schoolwide
Subgroups
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Calculating the 2003 API Growth

Introduction

The 2003 Academic Performance Index (API) Growth score is calculated in the same
fashion with the same basic components and weights as the 2002 API Base. The 2003
API Growth score is derived from the following sources:

B Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) program:

e Norm-referenced test (NRT)—all content areas tested
[in 2003, California Achievement Test, 6th Edition Survey (CAT/6);
in 2002, Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition (Stanford 9)]

e California English-Language Arts Standards Test (CST ELA),
including the writing assessment at grades four and seven

e California Mathematics Standards Test (CST Math)

e California History-Social Science Standards Test (CST SS)—grades ten and
eleven only

B California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE)—grades ten and eleven only

Because the NRT changed from the Stanford 9 in 2002 to the CAT/6 in 2003, the state’s
STAR testing contractor, the Educational Testing Service (ETS), conducted a technical
study that examined the relationship between the CAT/6 and the Stanford 9 national
percentile ranks for the state. The results of this study are used in calculating the 2003
Growth APIs. These results include a linking table that is used to determine the appropri-
ate performance bands for CAT/6 scores in order to include them in the 2003 API
Growth. More information about the study and the tables used for the calculation of
2003 Growth APIs is located on the ETS Web site at <pzp://wwuw.startest.com/pdyfs/
linkstudy. pdf>.

The State Board of Education (SBE) reduced the weight of the norm-referenced test
(NRT) in the 2002—-2003 API cycle as a result of the change from the Stanford 9 (used in
the 2002 API Base calculations) to the CAT/6 (used in the 2003 API Growth calcula-
tions).

Schools must have valid STAR test scores from at least 100 pupils to obtain an API score.
Small schools must have valid STAR scores from between 11 and 99 pupils to obtain a
small schools API (an API with an asterisk).

The following 2002-03 API Growth reports have been added to comply with the federal
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) requirements:
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B School districts and schools in the Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM)
receive:
e 2003 API Growth
e 2002 API Base
e Growth in the API from 2002 to 2003
These school districts and ASAM schools do not receive growth targets or growth
target information.

B Schools that have reported a significant demographic change between 2002 and 2003
testing receive:
e 2003 API Growth
e 2002 API Base
These schools do not receive growth, growth targets, or growth target information.

B Schools that do not have a 2002 API Base report receive:
e 2003 API Growth
These schools do not receive 2002 API Base, growth, growth targets, or growth target
information.
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2003 API Growth Inclusion/Exclusion Rules

These rules do not affect the score a student receives; they are used solely in the calculation of the API reports at the
school, district, or state level. The rules are applied to each content area separately. API rules may not always match
summary report rules for Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP), STAR, or CAHSEE.

Definitions for accommodations and modifications changed between 2002 and 2003. As a result, the inclusion/
exclusion rules for calculating the 2003 Growth and Base APIs will differ according to the type of inclusion or
exclusion. The 2003 API Growth rules match the 2002 API Base rules because the two comprise the same 2002-03
API reporting cycle. The 2003 API Base will reflect the new 2003 definitions.!

Inclusion/Exclusion Rule

Mobility

If a student has been continuously enrolled in a district from the 2002 October California Basic Educational Data
Systems (CBEDS) date to the testing date, the student is counted in the school APl and in the district API.

Out-of-Level

CAT/6
B One or two grades out-oflevel

*  Scores of no more than two levels out ARE included.?
B |nappropriate outoflevel’

e[S NOT included.

CST
B Any below level result IS included but assigned a weight of 200, except for grade level eight through ten
CST Mathematics tests, which use grade eight through eleven “CST Mathematics Rules” (see page 19).

CAHSEE
B Outoflevel testing does not apply to CAHSEE.

Accommodations

CAT/6
B[S NOT included.

CST or CAHSEE
B[S included.

CAT/6 and CST accommodations include the following:
B All content areas
¢ Student is an English learner enrolled in the school district fewer than 12 months who used
accommodations for the test.
Student was tested in Braille
Student was tested with accommodations specified in a 504 Plan.
Student was tested with accommodations specified in an Individualized Education Program (IEP).
Student used extended time for one or more of the CAT/6 tests.

1 The new definitions were adopted by the State Board of Education in November 2002. These new policies are posted on the CDE
Web site at <hrp./fwww.cde.ca.govispbranchised/resource. htm>.

2 National percentile rank (NPR) scores adjusted to the appropriate grade level by the testing contractor.

® Inappropriate out-of-level includes students tested out-of-level in grades two through four or students in grades five through eleven
tested more than two grade levels out or above level. Inappropriate out-of-level on the CAT/6 is counted in summary reports as “Not
Tested” in the STAR summary reports.
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Accommodations CAHSEE accommodations include the following:
(continued) B English-language arts (ELA) and Mathematics

o Braille

* Large Print

¢ Directions Read Aloud or Signed

¢ Other (Presentation)

*  Marked Answers in Test Booklet

*  Scribe Marked Answer Document

¢ Other (Response)

¢ Additional Time (beyond the school day)

* Additional Breaks

¢ Other (Scheduling)

B Mathematics

¢ Audio presentation for Mathematics

Modifications CAT/6 or CAHSEE

B S NOT included.

CST
B S included.

CAT/6 and CST modifications include the following:
B CAT/6 Reading and Language/CST ELA
¢ Reading/English Language Arts—test examiner read passages or questions aloud or signed
them for the deaf.
B CAT/6 Mathematics/CST Mathematics
*  Math tests—student used a calculator, arithmetic tables, or mathematics manipulatives.
B CAT/6 Reading, Language, and Spelling/CST ELA
¢ Reading/Language/Spelling tests—student used a dictionary, glossary, word book or word list.
B All Content Areas, CAT/6 and CST
¢ Student used unique modifications not listed.

CAHSEE modifications include the following:
B Mathematics
¢ Use of a calculator
B ELA
¢ Audio presentation for English-Language Arts
B ELA and Mathematics
o Other

Student records with
no scores

1. CAT/6 or CST
Parent Exemptions (by
content area)

2. CAT/6 or CST
Students Not Tested (all
content areas)

CAT/6 or CST
B IS NOT included for the specific content area.

CAT/6 or CST
B |f one or more of the choices for “Students Not Tested” are marked on the student answer document, the
entire student record IS NOT included.

“Students Not Tested” choices include the following:
B Student has significant disability and was assessed with the California Alternate Performance
Assessment (CAPA)
B Student was exempt from all tests by parent request.
B Student was absent for the school's entire testing window.
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3. CAT/6 or CST CAT/6 or CST
Not Tested, Zero B Record does not have scores on other STAR tests
Attempted * IS NOT included

B Record has scores on other STAR tests
1S NOT included, with the exception of grades ten through eleven CST Mathematics, which is assigned a

weight of 200.
4. CAT/6 or CST CAT/6
Incomplete, Some B[S NOT included
Attempted
CST
B Students who tested below level
* IS included but assigned a weight of 200.
B Students who tested at grade level
* 1S NOT included, with the exception of grades ten and eleven CST Mathematics which is assigned a
weight of 200.
5.CST CST
Invalid Math Test, B S NOT included.
Grade Levels Eight
through Eleven CST
Math
6. CAHSEE CAHSEE
Other B A grade ten student record showing “CAHSEE not taken,” including Incomplete scores, IS NOT included.
See below for performance level weights for CAHSEE.
Irregularities Student records showing a student or adult test irregularity IS NOT included.
Unmatched Scores Grades Four and Seven Writing

B[S NOT included.

Grades Two and Three CST and CAT/6
B Both CST and CAT/6 scores ARE included in the API. For determining number tested and enrollment, only the
CST is counted.

CST Mathematics Rules, Grades Eight through Eleven

CST Mathematics Rules, Grades Eight through Eleven
2002-03 API Growth

1. Students in grade eight or nine who took the B To adjust for the difference in grade level standards, the API perfor-
California General Mathematics Standards Test mance level weights for results from the CGMST are adjusted for the
(CGMST) APl calculation.

¢ Grade eight - Performance level of the student record is lowered by
one performance level

¢ Grade nine - Performance level of the student record is lowered by
two performance levels

2. Students in grade ten or eleven who took no B Performance level of the student record is assigned a weight of 200

CST Mathematics
(The weight of 200 will extend to grades eight through eleven for the

2003 APl Base.)
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Performance Level Weights for CAHSEE

Performance Level Weights for CAHSEE
2002-03 API Growth

2003 API Growth
Performance Level Weights

(Grades Ten and Eleven)

P = Passed 1000

N = Not passed 200 (grade ten only)
| = Modification/CAHSEE not taken Not included

A = Absent Not included

C = Irregularities 200

H = Pending Not included

T = Previously passed Not included

2003 API Growth Participation Rate Calculation

The participation rate is calculated in each content area for each school and school
district and for each numerically significant subgroup.

Formula for 2003 API Growth Participation Rate

Sum of the number tested on any of the following tests:
NRT (CAT/6) and CST, grades two through eleven

STAR enrollment first day of testing, grades two through eleven
* Less number of parent exemptions
* Less number of students taking CAPA

School Type

For the 2002-03 API Growth reports, a school’s type (elementary, middle, high) is the
same school type as that used for the 2002 API Base report. The criteria for defining
school type for 2002 and 2003 were established by the California Department of Educa-
tion (CDE) for the 2002—-03 API reporting cycle and are described on the CDE Web site
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at <hezp:/fwww.cde.ca.gov/psaalapilapi0203/base/schdsgn. htm>. Questions concerning
school type should be directed to CDE’s Educational Planning and Information Center
(EPIC) at (916) 319-0863 or <epic@cde.ca.gov>.

Districts and ASAM Schools

In July 2003, 2002 API Base reports were provided for school districts and schools in the
Alternative Schools Accountability Model (ASAM) in order to comply with the require-
ments of the No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB). These reports provide school districts
and ASAM schools with API Base information only and do not provide API growth
targets. The 2002-03 API Growth reports for school districts and ASAM schools provide
a 2003 Growth API score and growth in the API between 2002 and 2003 but do not
provide growth target information.

The 2003 APl Growth for a school district or an ASAM school is calculated in
exactly the same way as for a school. The API for a school district with grade
configurations that include both grades two through eight and nine through eleven is the
average of the APIs for the grade configuration segments weighted by the number of
pupils with valid STAR scores in the segments. For example, for a kindergarten through
grade twelve school district, the API is the weighted average of the APIs for grades two
through six, seven through eight, and nine through eleven.

2002-03 API Cycle Scale Calibration Factors (SCFs)

The Scale Calibration Factor (SCF) provides a positive or negative adjustment to a base
year API score each year in order to maintain consistency in the statewide API scale from
one API reporting cycle to the next. Simply put, the calculation of the SCF for the
2002-03 API reporting cycle is the difference between the statewide average 2002 API
Growth and the statewide average 2002 API Base. SCFs are calculated separately for
elementary schools (grades two through six), middle schools (grades seven through
eight), and high schools (grades nine through eleven). The SCF for each numerically
significant subgroup API at a school is the same as the schoolwide SCF.

The SCF is the same for the 2002 API Base and the 2003 API Growth as shown in the
following table:

2002-03 API Reporting Cycle
Scale Calibration Factors (SCFs)

Grade Levels

Grades 2-6 16.66
Grades 7-8 28.48
Grades 9-11 -10.84
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The SCF for a school or school district with grade configurations that include combina-
tions of grades two through six, seven through eight, and/or nine through eleven is the
average of the SCFs for the grade configuration segments weighted by the number of
pupils with valid STAR scores in the segments. For example, for a kindergarten through
grade twelve school district, the SCF is the weighted average of the SCFs for grades two
through six, seven through eight, and nine through eleven.

Calculating the 2003 APl Growth

Example: Elementary School (Grades Two through Six)

The 2003 API Growth score for an elementary school (grades two through six) is calcu-
lated in the same fashion with the same basic components and weights as the 2002 API

Base. The 2003 API Growth score for grades two through six is derived from the follow-
ing sources:

B 2003 STAR program:
e Norm-referenced test (NRT)— CAT/6 in reading, language, spelling, and
mathematics.
e CST in English-language arts (CST ELA), including the writing assessment at
grade four
e CST in mathematics (CST Math)
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California Achievement Test, 6th Edition Survey (CAT/6)

Step 1: Apply inclusion/exclusion rules. For the CAT/6 results, determine the

percentage of pupils scoring within prescribed performance bands for a particular
content area, in this case for reading. In this example, 13 percent of the school’s
pupils score in Performance Band 5 (between the 80-99th linked NPR) in reading.
—= Step 2: For each performance band, multiply the Weighting Factor by the Percent of
Pupils in Each Band to obtain the Weighted Score in Each Band. In this example for
reading, the Weighted Score for pupils scoring in Performance Band 5 (between the
80-99th linked NPR) is 130.
Reading
A B C D
Performance Weighting Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score
Levels Factors in Each Band in Each Band
(B x C)
5 80-99th NPR 1000 { 13% 130.00 }7
4 60-79th NPR 875 20% 175.00
3 40-59th NPR 700 29% 203.00
2 20-39th NPR 500 20% 100.00
1 1-19th NPR 200 18% 36.00
a Indicator Score : 644.00
b Indicator Weight b 6%
¢ Total Weighted Score for Indicator j 38.64
NPR = National Percentile Rank (linked)
——= Step 3: Repeat Steps 1 through 2 for each remaining content area.
/ Language Spelling Mathematics \
A B E F G H K L
Performance Weighting Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Weighted Score | Weighted Score Weighted Score | Weighted Score
Levels Factors in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band
(B x E) (BxG) (B xK)
5 80-99th NPR 1000 17% 170.00 12% 120.00 19% 190.00
4 60-79th NPR 875 20% 175.00 19% 166.25 30% 262.50
3 40-59th NPR 700 30% 210.00 32% 224.00 22% 154.00
2 20-39th NPR 500 19% 95.00 24% 120.00 16% 80.00
1 1-19th NPR 200 14% 28.00 13% 26.00 13% 26.00
a Indicator Score 678.00 656.25 712.50
b Indicator Weight 3% 3% 8%
¢ Total Weighted Score for Indicator + 20.34 + 19.69 + 57.00
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Step 5: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain the Total

Weighted Score for Indicator (a x b = ¢). In this example for reading, the Total
Weighted Score for the Indicator is 38.64.

Reading
A B C D
Performance Weighting Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score
Levels Factors in Each Band in Each Band
(B x C)
5 80-99th NPR 1000 13% 130.00
4 60-79th NPR 875 20% 175.00
3 40-59th NPR 700 29% 203.00
2 20-39th NPR 500 20% 100.00
1 1-19th NPR 200 18% 36.00
|

Indicator Score : ‘{ 644.00

Indicator Weight b 6%
Total Weighted Score for Indicator i 38.64

NPR = National Percentile Rank (linked)

——= Step 6: Repeat Steps 4 and 5 for each remaining content area.

Step 4: Sum the weighted scores across performance bands to obtain the Indicator
Score. In this example for reading, the total Indicator Score is 644.

Reading Language Spelling Mathematics
C D E F G H K L
Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Weighted Score | Weighted Score Weighted Score | Weighted Score
in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band

(B x C) (B x E) (B x G) (B x K)
13% 130.00 17% 170.00 12% 120.00 19% 190.00
20% 175.00 20% 175.00 19% 166.25 30% 262.50
29% 203.00 30% 210.00 32% 224.00 22% 154.00
20% 100.00 19% 95.00 24% 120.00 16% 80.00
18% 36.00 14% 28.00 13% 26.00 13% 26.00
: 644.00 678.00 656.25 712.50

b 6% 3% 3% 8%
T; 38.64 + 20.34 + 19.69 + 57.00

\— J
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California Standards Test Results

e Step 7: Apply inclusion/exclusion rules. For the CST in English-language arts
results, determine the percentage of pupils scoring within prescribed performance
levels. In this example for CST ELA, 8 percent of the school’s pupils score is in the
Advanced performance level.

English Longuage Arts

A B C D
Performance Weighting Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score
Levels Factors in Each Level in Each Level

(B x C)

5 Advanced 1000 8% 80.00
4 Proficient 875 23% 201.25
3 Basic 700 35% 245.00
2 Below Basic 500 21% 105.00

1 Far Below Basic 200 13% 26.00
a Indicator Score a 657.25

x

b Indicator Weight b 48%

¢ Total Weighted Score for Indicator c 315.48

» Step 8: For each performance level, multiply the Weighting Factor by the Percent of
Pupils in Each Level to obtain the Weighted Score in Each Level. In this example, the
Weighted Score for pupils scoring in the Advanced level is 80.

e Step 9: Sum the weighted scores across performance levels to obtain the Indicator
Score. In this example, the Indicator Score is 657.25.

e Step 10: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain the Total
Weighted Score for Indicator (a x b = c). In this example, the Total Weighted Score
for Indicator for the CST ELA is 315.48.

e Step 11: Repeat Steps 7 through 10 for CST in mathematics results.

Scale Calibration Factor (SCF)

» Step 12: Obtain the Scale Calibration Factor (SCF) for the elementary school type
(grades two through six) determined by the CDE for the 2003 APl Growth. The
SCF for the 2003 API Growth is the same value used for the 2002 API Base, 16.66.

2003 APl Growth
Scale Calibration Factor (SCF)
Grades 2-6
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Sum to Obtain 2003 APl Growth

» Step 13: Sum the Total Weighted Scores for indicators and the SCF. The sum will
be the 2003 API Growth for the school.

I California Standards Test (CST) I
English Language Arts Mathematics
A B C D E F
Performance Weighting Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score
Levels Factors in Each Level in Each Level in Each Level in Each Level
(B xC) (B x E)

5 Advanced 1000 8% 80.00 9% 90.00

4 Proficient 875 23% 201.25 22% 192.50

3 Basic 700 35% 245.00 33% 231.00

2 Below Basic 500 21% 105.00 22% 110.00

1 Far Below Basic 200 13% 26.00 14% 28.00
a Indicator Score a 657.25 651.50
b Indicator Weight : 48% 32%
c Total Weighted Score for Indicator < 315.48 + 208.48

I California Achievement Test, 6th Edition (CAT/6) I
English-Language Arts (ELA)
Reading Language Spelling Mathematics
A B C D E F G H K L
Performance Weighting Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score Percent of Pupils | Weighted Score
Levels Factors. in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band in Each Band
(B xC) (B x E) (BxG) (B x K)

5 80-99th NPR 1000 13% 130.00 17% 170.00 12% 120.00 19% 190.00

4 60-79th NPR 875 20% 175.00 20% 175.00 19% 166.25 30% 262.50

3 40-59th NPR 700 29% 203.00 30% 210.00 32% 224.00 22% 154.00

2 20-39th NPR 500 20% 100.00 19% 95.00 24% 120.00 16% 80.00

1 1-19th NPR 200 18% 36.00 14% 28.00 13% 26.00 13% 26.00

Scale 2003

a Indicator Score : 644.00 678.00 656.25 712.50 Calibration Factor APl
b Indicator Weight b 6% 3% 3% 8% Growth
¢ Total Weighted Score for Indicator o] 3ses + 20.34 + 19.69 + 57.00 + | ese | =] 676 |

Additional calculation rules:

e The API is the sum of the Indicator Scores and SCF rounded to the nearest whole
number.

e The API for schools with grade configurations that include both grades six and seven
or eight and nine is the average of the APIs for the grade configuration segments
weighted by the number of pupils with valid STAR scores in the segments. For
example, for a kindergarten through grade eight school, the API is the weighted
average of the APIs for grades two through six and grades seven through eight.
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Calculating the 2003 API Growth

Example: Middle School (Grades Seven through Eight)

The 2003 API Growth score for middle school (grades seven through eight) is calculated
in the same fashion with the same basic components and weights as the 2002 API Base.
The 2003 API Growth score for grades seven through eight is derived from the following
sources:

B 2003 STAR program:

e Norm-referenced test (NRT)— CAT/6 in reading, language, spelling, and
mathematics

e CST in English-language arts (CST ELA), including the writing assessment at
grade seven

e CST in mathematics (CST Math)

The methodology for calculating the 2003 API Growth for a middle school (grades seven
through eight) is the same as the methodology used for an elementary school except that
the Scale Calibration Factor (SCF) will be different. The same inclusion/exclusion and
calculation rules as that for elementary schools are applied.

California Achievement Test, 6th Edition (CAT/6) Results

Step 1: Apply inclusion/exclusion rules. For the CAT/6 results, determine the
percentage of pupils scoring within prescribed performance bands for a content area
(i.e., reading).

Step 2: For each performance band, multiply the Weighting Factor by the Percent
of Pupils in Each Band to obtain the Weighted Score in Each Band.

Step 3: Repeat Steps 1 and 2 for each remaining content area (i.e., language, spell-
ing, mathematics).

Step 4: Sum the weighted scores across performance bands to obtain the Indicator
Score for a content area (i.e., reading).

Step 5: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain Total
Weighted Score for Indicator.

Step 6: Repeat Steps 4 and 5 for each remaining content area (i.e., language, spell-
ing, mathematics).

California Standards Test Results

Step 7: For the CST in English-language arts results, determine the percentage of
pupils scoring within prescribed performance levels.
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» Step 8: For each performance level, multiply the Weighting Factor by the Percent of
Pupils in Each Level to obtain the Weighted Score in Each Level.

e Step 9: Sum the weighted scores across performance levels to obtain the Indicator
Score.

e Step 10: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain the Total
Weighted Score for Indicator.

» Step 11: Repeat Steps 7 through 10 for CST in mathematics results.

Scale Calibration Factor (SCF)

* Step 12: Obtain the Scale Calibration Factor (SCF) for the middle school type
(grades seven through eight) determined by the CDE for the 2003 API Growth. The
SCF for the 2003 API Growth is the same value used for the 2002 API Base, 28.48.

Sum to Obtain 2003 API Growth

» Step 13: Sum the Total Weighted Scores for Indicators and the SCF. The sum will
be the 2003 API Growth for the school.
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Calculating the 2003 API Growth

Example: High School (Grades Nine through Eleven)

The 2003 API Growth score for a high school (grades nine through eleven) is calculated
in the same fashion with the same basic components and weights as the 2002 API Base.
The 2003 API Growth score for grades nine through eleven is derived from the following
sources:

B 2003 STAR program:
e Norm-referenced test (NRT)— CAT/6 reading, language, mathematics, and
science
e CST in English-language arts (CST ELA)
e CST in mathematics (CST Math)
e CST in history-social science (CST SS)—grades ten through eleven

B CAHSEE—qgrades ten and eleven

The basic methodology for calculating the 2003 API Growth for a high school (grades
nine through eleven) is the same as the methodology used for an elementary or middle
school except that the content areas tested, Indicator Weights, and Scale Calibration
Factor (SCF) are different. In addition, the performance levels for the CAHSEE have
only two designations: pass or no pass. The same inclusion/exclusion and calculation
rules as that for elementary and middle schools are applied.

California Achievement Test, 6th Edition (CAT/6) Results
» Step 1: Apply inclusion/exclusion rules. For the CAT/6 results, determine the
percentage of pupils scoring within prescribed performance bands for a content area
(i.e., reading).

e Step 2: For each performance band, multiply the Weighting Factor by the Percent
of Pupils in Each Band to obtain the Weighted Score in Each Band.

e Step 3: Repeat Steps 1 and 2 for each remaining content area (i.e., language, math-
ematics, science, and social science).

e Step 4: Sum the weighted scores across performance bands to obtain the Indicator
Score for a content area (i.e., reading).

e Step 5: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain Total
Weighted Score for Indicator.

» Step 6: Repeat Steps 4 and 5 for each remaining content area (i.e., language, math-
ematics, science, and history-social science).
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California Standards Test Results
» Step 7: For the CST in English-language arts results, determine the percentage of
pupils scoring within prescribed performance levels.

» Step 8: For each performance level, multiply the Weighting Factor by the Percent of
Pupils in Each Level to obtain the Weighted Score in Each Level.

e Step 9: Sum the weighted scores across performance levels to obtain the Indicator
Score.

* Step 10: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain the Total
Weighted Score for Indicator.

» Step 11: Repeat Steps 7 through 10 for CST in mathematics results and CST in
history-social science results (grades ten through eleven only).

California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE)

e Step 12: Apply inclusion/exclusion rules. For the CAHSEE results, determine the
percentage of tenth and eleventh grade pupils passing and the percentage of tenth
grade pupils not passing in 2003. The denominator in the percentage calculations is
the number of tenth grade test takers and eleventh grade passers.

» Step 13: For “Pass” and “No Pass,” multiply the Weighting Factor by the percent of
pupils in each category.

» Step 14: Sum the weighted scores across categories to obtain the Indicator Score.

e Step 15: Multiply the Indicator Score by its Indicator Weight to obtain the Total
Weighted Score for Indicator.

Scale Calibration Factor (SCF)
* Step 16: Obtain the Scale Calibration Factor (SCF) for the high school type (grades
nine through eleven) determined by the CDE for the 2003 APl Growth. The SCF
for the 2003 API Growth is the same value used for the 2002 API Base, -10.84.

Sum to Obtain 2003 APl Growth

e Step 17: Sum the Total Weighted Scores for Indicators and the SCF. The sum will
be the 2003 API Growth for the school.
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Additional calculation rules, grades nine through eleven for the CST in Mathematics:

The California General Mathematics Standards Test (CGMST) is given to all eighth or
ninth graders not taking one of the other mathematics standards tests and is based on
sixth and seventh grade academic content standards. To adjust for the difference in
content standards, the API p